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RE: Notice of Ex Parte Presentation - MB Docket 03-15 
Second Periodic Review of the Commission‘s Rules 
and Policies Affecting the Conversion to Digital Television 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

On Friday, June 4, 2004, Peter C. Pappas, Executive Vice President for 
Government and Regulatory Affairs of Pappas Telecasting Company (the 
“Company”) and Vincent J. Curtis, Jr., met with Rick C. Chessen, Associate Bureau 
Chief of the Media Bureau, Barbara Kreisman, Chief of the Video Division, Clay 
Pendarvis, Associate Chief of the Video Division, Eloise Gore, Assistant Chief of the 
Policy Division of the Media Bureau, Bruce Franca, Deputy Chief of the Office of 
Engineering and Technology, and other members of the Media Bureau, to  discuss 
the Special Submission filed by the Association for Maximum Service Television, 
Inc., in the above-referenced docket on May 6, 2004, and Comments filed by the 
Company on June 3, 2004. During the meeting, the attached summary was 
presented to  those in attendance, outlining the Company’s position on MSTV‘s plan. 

In accordance with Section 1.1206 of the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. 5 
1.1206, a copy of this letter is being filed with the Commission. Should there be 
any questions regarding this matter, please contact undersigned counsel. 

incent J. Curtis, Jr. 

Counsel for Pappas Telecasting Companies 
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Pappas Telecasting Companies 
Comments on MSTV "Special Submission" 

Presented - June 4. 2004 

1. Pappas Telecasting Companies ("Pappas") supports the goals identified in 
MSN's Special Submission, filed on May 6, 2004, to develop a channel 
election and spectrum repacking plan to expedite the D N  transition. 

Pappas owns and/or operates 20 full-power television stations in 16 
television markets across the country. A l ist of those stations, and their 
network affiliations, is attached. 

Two major refinements to the MSTV Plan - Based on Comments filed on June 
3, 2004. 

A. 

2. 

3. 

Timing of Channel Elections - 
1. The MSTV Plan does not provide adequate time between the 

election date of the two in-core licensees and the filing of 
election preferences by licensees with out-of-core channels. 

Pappas urges the Commission to  require licensees with two in- 
core channels to make final election of DTV channel first, before 
any other licensees are required to make election. 

By doing so, the Commission will open up the largest number of 
available channels for those licensees with out-of-core channels. 

Pappas believes that all remaining parties, i.e., those with one 
in-core channel, those with two out-of-core channels, and 
stand-alone D N  licensees outside of core, should make their 
elections at the same time. 

DTV stand-alone licensees with out-of-core channels have taken 
the greatest risk in constructing facilities with little incoming 
revenue or cable carriage rights, and should be placed on same 
level as licensees with out-of-core analog and DTV channels. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

B. Resolution of Conflicting Elections 

1. Comparative criteria proposed by M S N  is fraught with potential 
manipulation, and does not accurately reflect relative 
contributions and risks faced by licensees. 

The criteria will likely lead to further litigation as parties expend 
valuable time and resources over their relative merits. 

Commission should permit parties to resolve competing 
elections through engineering resolutions and possibly reaching 
regional solutions. 

2. 

3. 
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*-subject to Mexican concurrence. 


